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1
METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR VIRTUAL
CABLE TEST USING ECHO CANCELLER
COEFFICIENTS

CROSS REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

This patent disclosure is a continuation of U.S. application
Ser. No. 12/917,748 filed on Nov. 2, 2010, now U.S. Pat. No.
8,582,443 which claims benefit under 35 USC §119(e) to
U.S. Provisional Application No. 61/263,669 filed on Nov.
23, 2009, which are both hereby wholly incorporated by
reference.

BACKGROUND

Cable testers are typically used to detect problems in a
cable (e.g., a Category 5 cable and so on). For example, a
cable tester can perform an analysis of a cable to detect a
short, an open, a crossed pair, or a reversed pair within the
cable. A short condition occurs when two or more wires
within a cable are short-circuited together. An open condition
occurs when there is a lack of continuity between ends at both
ends of a cable. A crossed pair occurs when a pair of wires
within a cable communicates with different pins at each end
of the cable. A cable tester can also be used to determine a
length of a cable. A cable tester can be coupled to one end of
a cable through a first connector (such as an RJ-45 or other
connector), and a second end of the cable can be connected to
aload through a second connector. Conventional cable testers
typically require the load to be a remote node terminator or a
loop back module, as conventional cable testers may generate
inaccurate results when a cable is terminated by an active link
partner that is generating link pulses during a test.

Cable testers can employ time domain reflection (TDR),
which is a measurement technique used to determine the
characteristics of electrical lines by observing reflected wave-
forms. The amplitude of the reflected signal can be deter-
mined from the impedance of a discontinuity. For example, a
cable tester can transmit a test pulse on a cable and measure an
elapsed time until a reflection from the cable is received.
Using the elapsed time and a cable propagation constant, a
distance to a fault within the cable can be estimated. During a
cable test, two waves can propagate through a cable—a for-
ward wave that propagates from a transmitter in the cable
tester towards the load or fault, and a return wave (or reflec-
tion) that propagates from the load or fault to the cable tester.

A perfectly terminated line has no attenuation and an
impedance that is matched to a source impedance—i.e., the
load is equal to the line impedance. The return wave is zero for
a perfectly terminated line because the load receives all of the
forward wave energy. For open circuits, the return wave has
an amplitude that is approximately equal to the forward wave.
For short circuits, the return wave has a negative amplitude
that is also approximately equal to the forward wave.

Ethernet network devices such as switches, routers, and
network appliances typically include physical layer devices
with ports that connect to a cable. Cable tester technology that
is implemented with a physical layer device (PHY) of an
Ethernet network device allows the PHY to check a quality of
acable connection without the need to unplug the cable, insert
a cable tester, and loop back the far ends of the cable.

SUMMARY

In one embodiment an apparatus includes a transmitter
configured to transmit signals to a cable and a receiver con-
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2

figured to receive signals from the cable. An echo canceller is
connected to the transmitter and the receiver, wherein the
echo canceller includes echo coefficients configured to
reduce echo signals from the signals received by the receiver.
A cable tester is configured to analyze the echo coefficients
from the echo canceller to determine at least a tail end peak
that is a peak at a distance along the cable; wherein the cable
tester is configured to determine a status of the cable by
comparing an amplitude of the tail end peak to a threshold.

In another embodiment, a method includes accessing echo
cancellation coefficients from a memory; analyzing the echo
cancellation coefficients to determine a status of a cable
operatively connected to a communication device, wherein
the analyzing includes determining at least atail end peak that
is a peak at a distance along the cable; determining an ampli-
tude of the tail end peak and comparing the amplitude to a
threshold, wherein the status of the cable is determined based
at least in part on the comparison; and generating a signal that
represents the status of the cable.

In another embodiment, an apparatus comprises a trans-
mitter for transmitting signals to a cable and a receiver for
receiving signals from the cable. An echo cancellation circuit
is configured to determine echo cancellation coefficients that
model an impulse response of interference signals received
by the receiver from the cable. A cable tester is configured to
determine a fault in the cable based on the echo cancellation
coefficients of the echo cancellation circuit. A time domain
reflectometry (TDR) cable tester is configured to transmit a
test pulse though the cable and determine a status of the cable
from received reflected signals based on at least time domain
reflectometry; and wherein the apparatus is configured to
perform a first cable test using the TDR cable tester to deter-
mine the status of the cable, and if a fault in the cable is not
found, then perform a second cable test by analyzing the echo
cancellation coefficients with the cable tester to determine the
status of the cable.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

The accompanying drawings, which are incorporated in
and constitute a part of the specification, illustrate various
systems, methods, and other embodiments of the disclosure.
It will be appreciated that the illustrated element boundaries
(e.g., boxes, groups of boxes, or other shapes) in the figures
represent one example of the boundaries. It will be appreci-
ated that in some examples one element may be designed as
multiple elements or that multiple elements may be designed
as one element. In some examples, an element shown as an
internal component of another element may be implemented
as an external component and vice versa. Furthermore, ele-
ments may not be drawn to scale.

FIG. 1 illustrates one embodiment of an apparatus that
includes a cable tester.

FIG. 2 illustrates one embodiment of an echo canceller.

FIG. 3 illustrates one embodiment of a method for testing
for cable faults using two techniques.

FIG. 4 illustrates one example of a shape of echo cancel-
lation coefficients.

FIG. 5 illustrates one embodiment of cable thresholds to
detect a fault.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Described herein are example systems, methods, and other
embodiments associated with testing for cable faults. In one
embodiment, a physical layer device is configured to detect a
fault in the cable by analyzing echo cancellation coefficients.
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With reference to FIG. 1, one embodiment of an apparatus
100 is shown that is configured to detect faults in a cable (also
referred to herein as “cable faults™). The apparatus 100 may
be a physical layer device (e.g., Ethernet PHY), a digital
signal processor (DSP), a transceiver, a network communica-
tion device, and so on. The apparatus 100 includes a trans-
mitter 105 and a receiver 110 that are configured for connec-
tion to a cable 115 via a port. Communication lines through
the transmitter 105 and the receiver 110 define a transmission
path and a receiving path, respectively. The cable 115 can be
used to connect the apparatus 100 to a remote device (link
partner 115) that includes a PHY 125. The transmitter 105
includes a digital-to-analog converter (DAC) 130 for convert-
ing outgoing transmission signals to analog form. The
receiver 110 includes an analog-to-digital converter (ADC)
135 for converting incoming analog signals to digital form.

In one embodiment, the apparatus 100 is implemented on a
chip including one or more integrated circuits or other logic
components configured to perform one or more of the func-
tions described herein. The apparatus 100 may be imple-
mented in an electronic device (e.g., computer, laptop,
printer, hand held device, and so on) that can be connected to
a cable and be able to communicate with a link partner.

In one embodiment, the transmitter 105 and receiver 110
are connected to a hybrid circuit 140. The hybrid circuit 140
controls access to the communication channel (e.g., cable 115
with four twisted pair wires) for full-duplex bi-directional
operation over the twisted pair cable.

To compensate for echo signals that may appear in the
apparatus 100, the apparatus 100 includes an echo canceller
150 connected to the transmitter 105 and the receiver 110. In
one embodiment, the echo canceller 150 includes echo coef-
ficients 155 that are used to cancel or at least reduce echo
signals. This will be described in more detail below. In one
embodiment, the plurality of echo coefficients 155 are main-
tained in a finite impulse response (FIR) filter with a plurality
of taps. In some embodiments, the echo coefficients 155 may
be implemented in one or more shift registers, a look-up table,
or other storage/memory device.

The apparatus 100 also includes a cable tester 160 con-
nected to the echo canceller 150. The cable tester 160 is
configured to determine/detect a cable fault in the cable 115
using the echo coefficients 155 from the echo canceller 150.
By using the echo cancellation coefficients 155, a separate
test pulse does not need to be transmitted over the cable and
thus the apparatus 100 can check the status of the cable
without breaking or interrupting the communication link. As
will be further described below, determining whether a cable
fault exists based on the echo coefficients 155 may provide a
more accurate or more sensitive detection mechanism for
minor cable faults.

With reference to echo cancellation, a general description
is as follows. As data is transmitted from the transmitter 105
through the cable 115, discontinuities in the cable 115 may
cause a signal to be reflected back (echo signal) to the appa-
ratus 100. The echo signals are then received by the receiver
110 along with actual data signals and may distort the data
signals.

Echo cancellation involves recognizing the originally
transmitted signal that re-appears, with some delay, in the
transmitted or received signal. Once the echo is recognized,
the echo can be removed by “subtracting” the echo from the
transmitted or received signal. This technique is generally
implemented using a digital signal processor (DSP), but in
some embodiments can also be implemented in software, or
both. Echo cancellation may be performed using echo sup-
pressors, echo cancellers, or in some cases both. Initial echo
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cancellation coefficients 155 may be generated from
observed tests that include transmitting known test patterns
through a communication link and comparing received sig-
nals to the transmitted patterns. Certain differences between
the transmitted signals and the received signals can be attrib-
uted to echo signals and corresponding cancellation coeffi-
cients are generated for cancelling out the echo signals. In
some embodiments, an adaptive filter (FIR) may be used to
modify the coefficients during operation of the apparatus 100
based at least in part on observed signal comparisons.

The apparatus 100 is not limited to any particular type or
implementation of the echo canceller 150. The apparatus 100
is not limited to the example echo canceller 150 discussed
herein but can be implemented with other configurations,
which include echo cancellation coefficients.

With reference to FIG. 2, one embodiment of the echo
canceller 150 is shown. For example, the echo canceller 150
includes a shift register 200, an adaptive cancellation filter
ATF 205, and a combiner 210. Shift register 200 receives
transmission data symbols TxData. The shift register 200 can
have a size (N,) equal to a length of the echo canceller 150.
Adaptive cancellation filter 205 produces echo cancellation
coefficients that model impulse responses of the echo inter-
ference signal encountered by the receiver 110. A digital
replica of the echo interference signal encountered by the
receiver 110 is generated by multiplying the echo cancella-
tion coefficients with data symbols TxData and summing the
results through the combiner 210. The adaptive cancellation
filter 205 may be implemented as an adaptive transversal filter
(ATF) using, for example, the least mean squares (LMS)
algorithm. The digital replica of the echo interference signal
can be sent to combiner 215 and to a digital-to-analog con-
verter DAC 220. The DAC 220 can be clocked with clock
signal 225 to ensure that echo interference signals are prop-
erly cancelled out at subtracter 230 (applied to the received
analog signals from the hybrid circuit 140). Timing delays
that may be associated with the generation of the digital
replica of the echo interference signal may be compensated
for by appropriate time domain manipulations of the digital
replica interference signal.

As previously discussed, impedance mismatches along a
cable cause signal reflections on cables. To cancel these
reflections, echo canceller coefficients of corresponding loca-
tions along the cable are determined and adapted. The coef-
ficient value associated with a particular location along the
cable is determined by the severity of the impedance mis-
match at that location. For example, the severity of the imped-
ance mismatch is determined based on the amplitude of the
echo signal received from the cable location. The coefficients
are then stored in the shift register 200 where one coefficient
is stored in one tap. The shift register 200 may have a desired
number of taps (e.g., 96 or more) where each successive
tap/coefficient is associated with the next location along the
cable where an impedance mismatch was found.

With reference to FIG. 3 and FIG. 1, in another embodi-
ment, the apparatus 100 may include a Time Domain Reflec-
tometry (TDR) cable tester (not shown) in addition to the
cable tester 160. FIG. 3 illustrates one embodiment of a
method of testing for cable faults using both testing tech-
niques. With this combination of testers, the cable tester 160
is used to enhance the accuracy of the TDR cable tester.

In one embodiment, at 305, a cable test is first performed
using the TDR cable tester along one or more of the cable
twisted pairs. This includes transmitting a test pulse on the
cable and receiving a reflection signal. Time domain reflec-
tometry is then used to analyze the reflection signal. At 310,
the method determines if a cable fault is detected based on
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predetermined thresholds. The details of time domain reflec-
tometry are outside the scope of the present disclosure and
will not be described in detail.

At 315, if a cable fault is not found, it may mean that no
fault exists or a fault was too small to be detected by the TDR
method. In this case, the cable tester 160 is then executed to
find cable faults that were not (or could not be) found by the
TDR technique. At 315, the echo cancellation coefficients are
accessed from the apparatus 100 (e.g., a digital signal proces-
sor). At 320, the echo cancellation coefficients are analyzed to
determine a cable status of the cable operatively connected to
the digital signal processor. At 325, a signal is generated that
represents the cable status (e.g., OK (no fault), short, open)
based at least in part on the analysis.

At 310, if a cable fault is found using the Time Domain
Reflectometry test, then the method passes to 325 where a
signal is generated representing the status. Hence, the second
cable test may be by-passed and not performed.

In one embodiment, the analyzing at 320 may include
analyzing the echo cancellation coefficients to determine a
plurality of peaks from the reflected echo signals along the
cable. For example, the plurality of peaks may include a near
end peak that is a peak near a connection between the digital
signal processor and the cable, and a tail end peak that is a
peak some distance from the near end peak. An amplitude of
the tail end peak may be determined and compared to a
threshold(s). In another embodiment, the method may
remove drifting for the tail end peak. The cable status is then
determined based at least in part on the comparison result.
The threshold(s) can be generated from observed cable char-
acteristics and expected peak amplitudes associated with cer-
tain distances. For example observed results can be obtained
from non defective cables that represent an expected tail end
peak (second peak) at certain cable distances. If, from the
echo coefficients, the second peak is found with a value that
meets or exceeds a threshold associated with a distance from
the near end, this condition may represent a cable fault. This
will be described in more detail below.

With reference to FIG. 4, techniques and algorithms for
finding peaks from the echo coefficients are described. FIG. 4
illustrates an example diagram 400 that shows an example
shape (represented by the dotted line) of coefficient values. As
shown in FIG. 4, well adapted echo coefficients should have
two (2) peaks, named peakl (first peak) and peak2 (second
peak), that may occur over the cable 115. Coefficients asso-
ciated on the left side of the first peak (peakl) correspond to
cable impedance near the link device 100, which is the device
performing the cable test. Finding the exact locations and
peak values of the two peaks provide for more accurate detec-
tion of the impedance and location of cable faults along the
cable 115. As the second peak (peak2) is more attenuated by
the cable 115, the second peak is more difficult to be correctly
detected.

Algorithms for Finding the First Peak (Peakl)

In one embodiment, the echo coefficients are analyzed to
identify the first peak (peakl) from the head side to the tail
side of the cable 115. The echo canceller 150 (shown in FIG.
1) stores the echo cancellation coefficients 155 according to
distance from the head side. For example, if there are 100 taps
(0-99) that store coefficients, tap 0 is the echo coefficient
nearest to the head side along the cable and tap 99 is associ-
ated with the furthest distance from the head side. An echo
coefficient that may qualify as the first peak (peakl) should
meet the following conditions: (1) the first peak is located
between a certain range of coefficient locations (e.g., closerto
the head side); (2) the first peak is a peak (e.g., neighbor
coefficients either have different signs or amplitudes are
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smaller); and (3) (a) an amplitude of'the first peak should also
be larger than a certain predetermined threshold (e.g., to
eliminate small peaks), or (b) the relative amplitude of the
first peak to the previous coefficient is larger than a threshold.
The amplitude is evaluated using the absolute value of the
coefficient. Finding peak values may include comparing
neighboring echo coefficient values to identity high points,
low points, and transition points (e.g., turning points: going
from increasing values to decreasing values or vice versa).

Detection of the Second Peak (Peak2)

In one embodiment, the echo coefficients are analyzed to
identify the second peak (peak2). The process searches for the
second peak (peak2) from the tail side to the head side. The
echo coefficients are analyzed to find peak values of reflec-
tions and their distance, which will determine whether a cable
fault exists or not. The second peak (peak2) is divided into
two possible types: type I is a flat peak (e.g., a smooth, more
rounded transition at peak like a hill shape) and type 1I is
sharp peak (e.g., point-like shape at peak). The second peak
(peak2) is considered to be found if either type is detected.

In one embodiment, finding a type I peak (flat) includes
finding the echo coefficient that matches the following con-
ditions: (1) it is a peak; (2) its height should be larger than a
certain predefined threshold; (3) its height should be bigger
than another threshold determined by the biggest differences
between neighbor coefficients on its right side (toward the tail
side); and (4) the echo coefficient should be a certain distance
away from the head side. As stated previously, typical cable
responses and characteristics may be predetermined from
testing known cables. Based on these observations, the sec-
ond peak (peak2) can be expected to have a certain amplitude
and be between certain distances along the cable (measured
by thresholds). Finding the second peak (peak2) outside the
amplitude thresholds generates a cable fault signal.

In one embodiment, finding a type II peak (sharp) includes
finding the echo coefficient that matches the following con-
ditions: (1) it is a peak; (2) its width is less than a threshold;
and (3) its height should also be larger than certain predeter-
mined threshold (determined from observed tests).

The peak width may be counted as follows. From the tail
side to the head side, all points where the coefficients
increase/decrease direction change are defined as turning
points. The tail is considered as a turning point. A turning
point is used as a floor for the turning points on their left side
to calculate the peak amplitude. The distance between the
turning point and its floor is considered as the width of this
peak. The signed amplitude difference between the turning
point and its floor is taken as the height of the peak. After each
turning point, a counter is used to count the distance from the
tail side to the head side.

As shown in FIG. 4, coefficients may increase or decrease
to the same direction slowly (drifting) before a real peak
starts. The following algorithm may be used for removing the
drifting. After a turning point, the points are not considered as
a floor until the following conditions are both broken: (1)
neighbor coefficient difference is less than a threshold; and
(2) sum of difference is also less than a threshold.

Determining a Condition of a Cable

With reference to FIG. 5, once the peaks are found, the
condition of the cable can be determined. For example, a
cable fault location is calculated by multiplying a constant to
the distance between the first peak (peakl) and the second
peak (peak2). The amplitude of the second peak (peak2) is
compared to predetermined thresholds to determine the cable
status including open, OK, or short. The thresholds may vary
according to the distance between peak 1 and peak 2 from the
head side to the tail side. For example, FIG. 5 illustrates
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example threshold values for a cable open condition 500 and
a cable short condition 505. The thresholds represent ampli-
tude thresholds associated with a fault condition at various
distances from the head side to the tail side along the cable.
The cable open thresholds 500 may be represented as positive
values and the cable short thresholds 505 may be represented
as negative values. TDR uses a similar approach, but the value
to be compared is the impulse amplitude instead of echo
canceller coefficients. In one embodiment, if an echo coeffi-
cient is found to meet or exceed the threshold 500 or 505, a
fault condition signal is generated.

A status of “open” is determined if the second peak (peak?2)
amplitude (at its associated distance from the head side) is
larger than the positive threshold 500 at that distance. A status
of “short” is determined if the second peak (peak2) amplitude
is less than the negative threshold 505 at the corresponding
distance. A status of “OK” (no fault, normal condition) is
determined if the second peak (peak2) amplitude is between
the positive and negative thresholds 500 and 505.

With the described apparatus, methods, and equivalent
embodiments, a cable fault may be detected by analyzing
echo cancellation coefficients. This may provide a more accu-
rate or more sensitive mechanism for detecting faults than
using time domain reflectometry. Since the echo cancellation
coefficients exist in the echo canceller, a cable test may be
performed at any time without having to interrupt the com-
munication link.

The following includes definitions of selected terms
employed herein. The definitions include various examples
and/or forms of components that fall within the scope of a
term and that may be used for implementation. The examples
are not intended to be limiting. Both singular and plural forms
of terms may be within the definitions.

References to “one embodiment”, “an embodiment”, “one
example”, “an example”, and so on, indicate that the embodi-
ment(s) or example(s) so described may include a particular
feature, structure, characteristic, property, element, or limita-
tion, but that not every embodiment or example necessarily
includes that particular feature, structure, characteristic,
property, element or limitation. Furthermore, repeated use of
the phrase “in one embodiment” does not necessarily refer to
the same embodiment, though it may.

“Logic”, as used herein, includes but is not limited to
hardware, firmware, a non-transitory computer medium hav-
ing executable instructions stored thereon, and/or combina-
tions of each to perform a function(s) or an action(s), and/or
to cause a function or action from another logic, method,
and/or system. Logic may include a software controlled
microprocessor, a discrete logic (e.g., ASIC), an analog cir-
cuit, a digital circuit, a programmed logic device, a memory
device containing instructions, and so on. Logic may include
one or more gates, combinations of gates, or other circuit
components. Where multiple logics are described, it may be
possible to incorporate the multiple logics into one physical
logic. Similarly, where a single logic is described, it may be
possible to distribute that single logic between multiple
physical logics. One or more of the components and functions
described herein may be implemented using one or more of
the logic elements. Logic as described herein is limited to
statutory subject matter under 35 U.S.C §101.

While for purposes of simplicity of explanation, illustrated
methodologies are shown and described as a series of blocks.
The methodologies are not limited by the order of the blocks
as some blocks can occur in different orders and/or concur-
rently with other blocks from that shown and described.
Moreover, less than all the illustrated blocks may be used to
implement an example methodology. Blocks may be com-
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bined or separated into multiple components. Furthermore,
additional and/or alternative methodologies can employ addi-
tional, not illustrated blocks. The methods described herein
are limited to statutory subject matter under 35 U.S.C §101.

To the extent that the term “includes” or “including” is
employed in the detailed description or the claims, it is
intended to be inclusive in a manner similar to the term
“comprising” as that term is interpreted when employed as a
transitional word in a claim.

While example systems, methods, and so on have been
illustrated by describing examples, and while the examples
have been described in considerable detail, it is not the inten-
tion of the applicants to restrict or in any way limit the scope
of the appended claims to such detail. It is, of course, not
possible to describe every conceivable combination of com-
ponents or methodologies for purposes of describing the sys-
tems, methods, and so on described herein. Therefore, the
disclosure is not limited to the specific details, the represen-
tative apparatus, and illustrative examples shown and
described. Thus, this disclosure is intended to embrace alter-
ations, modifications, and variations that fall within the scope
of the appended claims, which satisfy the statutory subject
matter requirements under 35 U.S.C §101.

What is claimed is:

1. An apparatus, comprising:

a transmitter configured to transmit signals to a cable;

a receiver configured to receive signals from the cable;

an echo canceller connected to the transmitter and the

receiver, wherein the echo canceller includes echo coef-
ficients that are used to reduce echo signals from the
signals received by the receiver; and

a cable tester configured to analyze the echo coefficients

from the echo canceller to determine at least a tail end
peak from values of the echo coefficients wherein the tail
end peak is a peak value from the echo coefficients;
wherein the cable tester is configured to determine a status
of the cable by comparing an amplitude of the echo
coefficients at the tail end peak to a threshold.

2. The apparatus of claim 1, wherein the cable tester is
further configured to analyze the echo coefficients from the
echo canceller to determine a near end peak that is a peak near
a connection between the apparatus and the cable.

3. The apparatus of claim 1, wherein the cable tester is
further configured to determine the status of the cable by
determining a distance of the tail end peak along the cable
based at least on the peak value from the echo coefficients and
comparing the distance of the tail end peak to a distance
threshold.

4. The apparatus of claim 1, wherein the echo canceller
comprises a plurality of taps, wherein each tap stores a cor-
responding echo coefficient associated with an echo signal
from a location along the cable, wherein the echo signal is
received from the cable by the receiver in response to the
transmitter having transmitted a signal to the cable.

5. The apparatus of claim 4, wherein the echo canceller
comprises a filter adapter that modifies the echo coefficients
in the plurality of taps based at least in part on error signals
determined from cancelling echo signals.

6. The apparatus of claim 1, wherein the apparatus is a
physical layer device.

7. The apparatus of claim 1, wherein the apparatus further
comprises:

a time domain reflectometry (TDR) cable tester configured

to transmit a test pulse through the cable and determine
a status of the cable from received reflected signals; and
wherein the apparatus is configured to perform a first cable
test using the TDR cable tester, and if a fault in the cable
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is not found by the TDR cable tester, then the apparatus
is configured to perform a second cable test by analyzing
the echo coefficients with the cable tester.

8. A method implemented by a communication device
including at least an electronic circuit, the method compris-
ing:

accessing, by at least the electronic circuit, echo cancella-

tion coefficients from a memory;
analyzing, by at least the electronic circuit, the echo can-
cellation coefficients to determine a status of a cable
operatively connected to the communication device,
wherein the analyzing includes determining at least a tail
end peak that is a peak value from values of the echo
coefficients in the memory;
determining, by at least the electronic circuit, an amplitude
of the tail end peak and comparing the amplitude to a
threshold, wherein the status of the cable is determined
based at least in part on the comparison; and

generating, by at least the electronic circuit, a signal that
represents the status of the cable.

9. The method of claim 8, further comprising analyzing the
echo cancellation coefficients to determine a near end peak
that is a peak near a connection between the communication
device and the cable.

10. The method of claim 8, further comprising determining
the status of the cable by determining a distance of the tail end
peak along the cable based at least on the peak value from the
echo coefficients and comparing the distance of the tail end
peak to a distance threshold.

11. The method of claim 8, wherein the analyzing deter-
mines the status of the cable to be a normal condition, a short
condition, or an open condition.

12. The method of claim 8, wherein accessing the echo
cancellation coefficients includes processing the echo cancel-
lation coefficients from a plurality of taps from an echo can-
cellation circuit.

13. The method of claim 8, wherein the status of the cable
is determined based at least in part on the amplitude of the tail
end peak relative to the threshold and a distance of the tail end
peak from a near end peak along the cable.

14. The method of claim 13, wherein determining the status
of the cable includes comparing the distance of the tail end
peak from the near end peak to a distance threshold associated
with a fault condition.

15. The method of claim 8, further comprising prior to
performing the accessing and the analyzing:

transmitting a test pulse on the cable and receiving a reflec-

tion signal;

detecting whether a fault in the cable is present by process-

ing the reflection signal using time domain reflectom-
etry; and

if the fault in the cable is not detected, then performing the

accessing and analyzing of the echo cancellation coef-
ficients to determine the status of the cable.
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16. An apparatus comprising:

a transmitter for transmitting signals to a cable;

a receiver for receiving signals from the cable;

an echo cancellation circuit configured to determine echo

cancellation coefficients that model an impulse response
of interference signals received by the receiver from the
cable; and

a cable tester configured to determine a fault in the cable

based on the echo cancellation coefficients of the echo
cancellation circuit;

a time domain reflectometry (TDR) cable tester configured

to transmit a test pulse though the cable and determine a
status of the cable from received reflected signals based
on at least time domain reflectometry; and

wherein the apparatus is configured to perform a first cable

test using the TDR cable tester to determine the status of
the cable, and if a fault in the cable is not found, then
perform a second cable test by analyzing the echo can-
cellation coefficients with the cable tester to determine
the status of the cable.

17. The apparatus of claim 16, wherein the cable tester is
configured to determine whether the fault exists in the cable
based at least in part on the echo cancellation coefficients,
wherein the cable tester is configured to analyze the echo
cancellation coefficients from the echo cancellation circuit to
determine a peak coefficient value from values of the echo
coefficients, wherein the peak coefficient value is associated
with a location along the cable and a distance along the cable,
and compare the distance of the peak coefficient value to a
distance threshold.

18. The apparatus of claim 16, wherein the cable tester is
configured to determine a plurality of peak values from values
of'the echo cancellation coefficients, wherein the plurality of
peak values include (i) a near end peak that is a peak near a
connection between the transmitter and the cable, and (ii) a
tail end peak that is a peak found at a distance along the cable
from the near end peak.

19. The apparatus of claim 16, wherein the cable tester is
configured to determine the status of the cable by (i) compar-
ing an amplitude of a tail end peak to a threshold, wherein the
tail end peak is a peak coefficient value found from the echo
cancellation coefficients, wherein the peak coefficient value
is associated with a location along the cable which is used to
determine a distance along the cable, and (ii) comparing the
distance to a distance threshold;

wherein the status of the cable includes a normal status, a

short status, or an open status.

20. The apparatus of claim 16, wherein the cable tester is
configured to determine a signal peak of the interference
signals from the echo cancellation coefficients, and wherein
the fault in the cable is determined based at least in part on an
amplitude of the signal peak compared to an amplitude
threshold value.



